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Claims 1 - 4, 6 - 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

In a continuously-fed raw sludge feeing step, there is but one "charge." 
Accordingly, the recitation of "time between two chargings" of the first stage appears to 
relate only to the embodiment in which feeding to the first stage is carried out "quasi- 
continuously." It is confusing, therefore, for the claim to be limited on the one hand by 
the time interval between "two chargings" of a quasi-continuous raw sludge feeding 
modality, and ostensibly broad enough to encompass "continuou[s]" charging of but one 
charging of raw sludge to the first stage. This basis for rejection could be overcome by 
deleting "continuously or" from claim 1 , with attention to any references to the 
"continuously" fed mode in any relevant dependent claims. 

Per claim 1 , it appears that the "first stage" refers to a structure rather than a 
process step because reference is made to feeding the raw sludge "into" a first stage, 
and because the word "where" suggests that the "first stage" is a place rather than a 
step. If applicants intended the "first stage" to be a step of the process, rather than a 
structure, one would have expected the claim to read, "sludge . . . is fed . . . Ifite in a first 
stage, where during which it remains . . . ," or the like. Accordingly, per claim 12, it is 
unclear whether "the raw sludge tank" recited in claim 12 is the same structure as the 
"first stage" recited in claim 1 . In addition, it is unclear whether the recitation of "a first 
stage" in claim 12 refers to the same "first stage" as recited in claim 1 , or whether there 
are two "first stage" structures. Moreover, it is unclear whether the recitation of "a 
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second stage" structure in claim 12 refers to the same "second stage" step as recited in 
claim 1. 

The prior art fails to describe or suggest quasi-continuously feeding raw sludge to 
a first stage step or vessel as recited in the claims, followed by the continuous or quasi- 
continuous discharging of partially stabilized sludge therefrom to either a second stage 
disinfection unit or to an intermediate vessel from which partially stabilized sludge is 
subsequently fed to a second stage disinfection step. 

/Chester T. Barry/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1797 
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